Phone cell from P.olapp 


2/25/70 4:05 p.m, 


began for alopogizing for asking me to auabait form again, noting 
that A had, ^ said they neve none of these things, he just wants to get this off 
his back, and would I like a letter from the 5ep AG so stating, ^fore, later, giv- 
lng aim th« answer tuet I'd prefer it over the hG’s signature to eliminate that 
step, I asked nim if oe aau consulted other agencies, -^s said, despite my quotation 
of Clark's mass -.a the las, that they had no obligation to but tnat in any event 
tn®re war© no such agencies of involvement. He .sail they: panel was ontirely on its 
own. 1 aakod him if he had read taeir report. fl egstive. I then told him if he would 
reed it and learn of its us® in co .rt he would lcern that it we? officially co&» 
voked by his department for official uses ana that, contrary to the representation 
to him, it was assigned certain specific functions. He had Fisher's letter, which 
13 what prompted hia call, I told him that despite the at a tenant that none of what 
I asked for diista, 1 aed proof, over the signature of one of tLo nan Involved, 
that et least at one time it did. I emphasized that I was not inter- sted in scandal, 
that my first letter to t^e AG no a calculated to prevent this end to alert them 
to tae possibilities, tnat all I went is what * believe I am entitled to, not e 
fat scandal. I aakrad him for thep nel’a requests for evidence. *'o record, he was 
told. I eeked him if he wae aware of the detail in the report, wnich indicated the 
probability of the existence of such records, ■ u e was not. I told him Fisher said 
they had destroyed the draft (or removed it) and asked him if he understood the 
use that would be made of this when precisely that having been done with th* 
autopsy report is one of tne reasons there was the need for such a panel. I 
think he understood me on ell this destruction of evidence. pointed out that if any 
working papers existed, they should hsv© remained with, the government, which he 
disputed, here saying they had no official function ad here is where I told him 
thfir very report proves otherwise, I suggested that before he freeze this by writing 
me the letter he suggests, ho first lo-'k at whst A have referred him to, and if he 
has any question, to ask me again. I tried to sake him understand this would give 
him the chance to avoid embarrassment, I hoped he'd seen the extent of secifi cation, 
measurement, etc., so he’d know there had to be records remaining, that such a 
report could not be made without working papers. 1 also called to his attention 
the fact that my request covered both panels, including the original autopsy doctor*. 

e apparently wes entirely unaware of tni s, an^. whan he showed such unewtrenesa, 

5 tnea to repeat tnat the new people on tn nigner levels wars in tha hands of 
esaentia Lly the same people on the lower levels who had made the initial mistakes 
and might be interested la shielding taemaelvea. “e *es clear and 1 believe repeated 
the statement the Clark memo is witnout standing and disputed ay statement it was 
the official guide to all agencies, including his, and I referred to the provision 
tnat no unnecessary obstacles be >ut in my path, I told him I had asked tha Archives^ 
tnat the report itself shows their involvement, tnat tney wer a elso pez-ty to the 
studies, etc. I forgot to tell hia f>h©ads was respomdent in a suit. I told him thet 
while H belli ve he wat telling at the truth ea he knew it, ha had no personal 
knowledge , wes dependant upon others, X asked him to consider his reaction If tha 
positions tsars reversed, that tola complicated study, with all the technical data 
in it, wes made, and then he was told there ia no scrap of paper ca it remaining. I 
get tbs impression this got through. We left it that he will look into the things 
1 suggested before either writing a® or asking ns for more, information. I told him 
I'd show him whet 1 referred to, as oa its official purposes, etc, 1 also told him 
there were different but official representations of the official purposes, but in 
each case they wars explicit. This ia a hasty note because ^ nave to le-'-ve, but x 
have no doubt I’ll be able to recall sore if and when x flave to, pretty specifically. 
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